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Carpenter sustained fatal combat-re-
lated injuries and died on February 19, 
2011. 

Andrew graduated in 2002 from Co-
lumbia Central High School in Colum-
bia, Tennessee. He was active in the 
school’s marching band where he 
played trombone and helped the band 
win a State championship during his 
senior year. Andrew went on to further 
his education at Middle Tennessee 
State University. 

He enjoyed numerous activities such 
as playing golf, soccer and paintball, 
and made friends easily through his de-
pendable and loyal nature. He is re-
membered by those who knew him as 
someone who was constantly looking 
for ways to help those in need. It is no 
wonder that serving the United States 
Marine Corps was a natural choice for 
him. 

Before joining the Marines, Andrew 
worked at the YMCA Fun Company, 
where he pursued one of the things that 
he enjoyed most in life—working with 
children. Andrew would often dress up 
in Batman costumes to entertain kids 
at the YMCA after-school program. He 
was known for his tender heart and his 
ability to positively impact the chil-
dren he encountered. 

On January 1, 2010, Andrew married 
the love of his life, Crissie. She was 
truly his best friend and soul mate, and 
he would often say that their wedding 
day was by far the best day of his life. 
Shortly before Andrew was deployed to 
Afghanistan, he and Crissie learned 
that they would be blessed with a baby 
boy. Landon Paul Carpenter was born 
March 18, 2011. 

Landon, no words can sufficiently ex-
press the gratitude or repay the debt 
that we owe your father for his selfless 
service in protecting our great Nation. 
He laid down his life so that we may all 
be blessed with our Nation’s most fun-
damental tenets—life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. Your father, sim-
ply put, is a true American hero. As 
you grow up in this great Nation, know 
that you are given that privilege be-
cause of men like your father who 
make great sacrifices to protect our 
freedoms. 

Crissie, during this difficult time, I 
hope that you can find some solace in 
the fact that your husband nobly gave 
his life so that you and your son can 
continue to live in the land of the free. 

And, finally, thank you to Andrew’s 
family for raising such an extraor-
dinary young man. 

Today we honor and remember An-
drew Paul Carpenter. We will never for-
get the sacrifices he made in order to 
ensure that we continue to be blessed 
with the precious gift of freedom. 

God bless America. 
f 

DISASTROUS PRIORITIES OF 2012 
BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, we have 
heard from two Members on each side 

of the aisle who, without respect of 
course to any partisan differences, 
raised their voices in sadness about the 
loss of two of our brave Americans in 
the defense of freedom. I join their sen-
timents. 

Let me say this, Mr. Speaker. Those 
two Americans whose lives we have 
now lost showed extraordinary cour-
age, extraordinary honesty in their 
willingness to serve. We in this body 
will now be called upon to show such 
courage and honesty as we address the 
extraordinary fiscal crisis that con-
fronts us. 

Today, President Obama is speaking 
on a plan to confront our Nation’s 
unsustainable deficits. I believe it will 
stand in stark contrast to the budget 
that is going to be offered by Mr. RYAN, 
a budget of disastrous priorities, in my 
opinion, that concentrates its plan on 
middle and working class Americans in 
terms of its cuts, while creating yet 
another windfall for the wealthiest in 
our country, at a time when income in-
equality is at a height we haven’t seen 
since the 1920s. 

b 1020 
The Republican budget ends Medi-

care as we know it, transforming a sys-
tem of guaranteed health care into a 
system that provides seniors with less 
coverage and greater expenses year 
after year after year. It dismantles 
Medicaid, putting seniors’ nursing 
home care at very substantial risk, 
and, in fact, with an inability to pay, 
and cutting off care for disabled and 
poor Americans. 

These entitlements must be ad-
dressed, but we must address them in a 
way that both keeps them sustainable 
and makes them available for genera-
tions to come. Somehow, however— 
after undermining the social compact 
of Medicare, after cutting care for the 
most vulnerable, after sending more 
than 30 million Americans back to the 
ranks of the uninsured—the Republican 
budget finds trillions of dollars to give 
as tax cuts to the wealthiest among us. 

Republicans say we are too broke to 
afford the promise of Medicare, but we 
are flush enough to spend trillions in 
tax cuts for those of us who are the 
best off. In fact, the Republican budget 
spends so much on corporate subsidies 
and tax breaks for the wealthy and 
loses so many savings by repealing the 
cost controls in the Affordable Care 
Act that it fails to balance the budget 
for 10 years or even 20 years. 

We have been down this so-called 
‘‘Path to Prosperity’’ before. It leads to 
skyrocketing deficits because the sup-
ply-side dogma that lower taxes mean 
higher revenues has proven false over 
the last three decades. Read the facts. 
If Republican tax dogma made sense, 
then our debt would not have increased 
200 percent under Ronald Reagan or 115 
percent under the second President 
Bush, but it did. In fact, we’ve seen Re-
publican promises of prosperity proven 
wrong time and time again over the 30 
years that I have served here in Con-
gress. 

In 2007, now-Majority Leader CANTOR 
said that the Bush tax cuts ‘‘have 
spurred spectacular economic growth.’’ 
That was in 2007. Let me remind all the 
Members of this body, it was in Decem-
ber of 2007 that we fell into the Great 
Recession, the deepest recession we’ve 
had since Herbert Hoover. The growth 
was spectacular only for the top 1 per-
cent, but for the rest of America, the 
Bush economy produced what The Wall 
Street Journal called ‘‘the worst track 
record for job creation since the gov-
ernment began keeping records.’’ 
That’s what The Wall Street Journal 
said of the Bush economic program, 
which CANTOR said would be a job cre-
ator. 

Throughout the Bush years, middle 
class incomes stayed stagnant and defi-
cits soared. What did Republicans say 
about a budget that actually helped 
create unprecedented prosperity, the 
1993 Clinton budget? Here’s what now- 
Speaker BOEHNER said: ‘‘How does this 
create any real new jobs? Who does this 
spending stimulate except maybe the 
liberal faculty at Harvard or Berke-
ley?’’ Of course, contrary to the Speak-
er’s assertion, the Clinton years saw 
the biggest production of jobs since I 
have been serving in Congress of 22.7 
million new jobs—in the private sector, 
almost 21 million jobs as opposed to 
the private sector loss of jobs under 
President Bush, about 7,000 loss of jobs 
per month, versus 216,000 new jobs 
every month on average under Bill 
Clinton. 

Those words represent the same 
flawed priorities we see in this new Re-
publican budget: tax breaks for the 
wealthy, a failure to invest in the fu-
ture, and a heavier burden on working 
families. 

Our country deserves better, Mr. 
Speaker. Let’s reform our entitlement 
programs with a scalpel, not an axe. 
Let’s look for savings in every part of 
the budget, defense included. Let’s 
close tax loopholes, but let’s also use 
the Tax Code to reduce the deficit and 
ensure that all of us, even the most 
privileged, pay their fair share. 

Republicans have taken us down this 
primrose path before, Mr. Speaker. It 
has demonstrably led to higher debt, 
stagnation for working Americans, 
and, most recently, an economic implo-
sion. We must not choose that dead end 
again. 

f 

UMD NATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. CRAVAACK) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CRAVAACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to offer my congratulations to 
the players, coaches, and supporters of 
the Minnesota-Duluth Bulldogs men’s 
ice hockey team for their historic vic-
tory this past Saturday on April 9, 2011. 

In dramatic fashion, Kyle Schmidt, 
who grew up just minutes from Duluth 
in Hermantown, Minnesota, scored the 
game-winning goal 3 minutes and 22 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:47 Apr 14, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K13AP7.006 H13APPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2610 April 13, 2011 
seconds into overtime to help the Bull-
dogs win their first championship in 
school history by a score of 3–2 over 
the University of Michigan. The thrill-
ing win culminated in a fantastic sea-
son for UMD’s men’s ice hockey team, 
with the Bulldogs amassing an impres-
sive record of 26–10–6. 

The NCAA hockey title win comes in 
the same academic year as the NCAA 
Division II football title for the Bull-
dogs, making the University of Min-
nesota-Duluth just the second college 
ever to win both a hockey title and a 
football title in the same academic 
year. Mr. Speaker, that’s quite a feat. 

I know I speak for the Eighth Dis-
trict and for all Minnesotans to say 
how proud we are of our Bulldogs. And 
it is great to have the NCAA champion-
ship trophy back in the State of Hock-
ey, Minnesota. 
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KOREA FTA AND ITS EFFECTS ON 
WORKING PEOPLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ) for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
rise this morning to address the House 
and the American people regarding the 
Korea Free Trade Agreement and its 
effect on working families. 

Let me start by saying that I am 
committed to trade. Trade can benefit 
our Nation, our businesses, and our 
working families. In fact, I am a mem-
ber of President Obama’s Export Coun-
cil. Our goal is to double American ex-
ports in 5 years, not to export Amer-
ican jobs. 

But the problem with our current 
trade policy, the one that started with 
NAFTA and has gone downhill from 
there, is that its benefits are skewed. 
The benefits are concentrated in a few 
powerful multinational corporations, 
and it is hardworking middle class fam-
ilies who pay the price. 

The Korea FTA doesn’t fall far from 
the NAFTA tree. A few stock prices 
and CEO bonuses may go up, but the 
Korea FTA will kill jobs, push down 
American wages, and drive small 
American companies who face unfair 
competition out of business. 

Perhaps the biggest problem with the 
Korea FTA is that it opens the door for 
more illegal trade from China. Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle and both 
sides of the FTA debate have concerns 
about trading with China. We all know 
that China manipulates its currency, 
doesn’t protect intellectual property, 
and engages in illegal transshipment to 
escape U.S. tariffs. You can go on the 
Internet right now and find Web sites 
bragging that they can hide the source 
of Chinese goods and thereby avoid 
paying duties owed to the U.S. 

The illegal transshipment, 
mislabeling, and duty evasion rob the 
American people of money that we are 
owed. They also drive U.S. businesses 
out of business. U.S. businesses often 

go to great length and expense to prove 
that Chinese goods are being dumped 
and are receiving illegal subsidies. 
When the duties the U.S. imposes 
aren’t paid, hardworking Americans 
lose their jobs when their workplaces 
shut their doors forever. From New 
York to South Carolina to Lynwood, 
California, in my own district, Amer-
ican businesses have turned off the 
lights and sent workers home due to 
unfair Chinese competition. 

And China doesn’t even have to break 
the rules to reap the benefits of the 
Korea FTA. This agreement, which was 
negotiated by President Bush, only re-
quires that 35 percent of a Korean car 
be made in Korea to be eligible for tar-
iff benefits. That means that 65 percent 
of the car can be made in China by 
child labor, prison labor, and workers 
who lack the right to form free and 
independent unions. 

America has lost about 7.5 million 
jobs since the recession began. We can-
not afford another job-killing trade 
agreement that ignores America’s mid-
dle class families. 

b 1030 
We have learned some very hard les-

sons after more than 15 years of 
NAFTA-style free trade agreements. 
We’ve heard many promises, just like 
the promises we’re hearing about the 
Korea FTA. But the fact is that there 
are failures. 

NAFTA was supposed to solve illegal 
immigration by developing a robust 
economy in Mexico that would allow 
hardworking people to provide for their 
families by staying home. That didn’t 
work. CAFTA was supposed to include 
bold new safety and wage protections 
for workers, but these protections are 
disappointingly weak, allowing coun-
tries to downgrade their own labor 
laws. And in the Oman FTA, the ad-
ministration actually negotiated a deal 
with a country that, as our own State 
Department reported, was experiencing 
a forced labor problem. Forced labor. 
How are our American families sup-
posed to care for their families and 
send their kids to college when they 
are competing with forced labor? 

Free trade was supposed to increase 
economic opportunity for everybody, 
for big businesses as well as small, and 
for hardworking families at home and 
abroad. This has not happened. Too 
many communities have been left to 
rot because corporations shut down 
U.S. plants to chase increasingly cheap 
labor and weak environmental stand-
ards abroad. 

After 15 years of living with NAFTA 
and its clones, real wages for American 
families are down. Our trade deficit is 
in the tens of billions of dollars. Our 
manufacturing base is falling apart. 
The American worker is now more pro-
ductive than before, but that increased 
productivity has not led to higher 
wages. The truth is the NAFTA free 
trade models favor the wealthiest few 
and the corporate fat cats at the ex-
pense of small businesses, workers, 
families, and our communities. 

In the coming weeks and months 
we’ll be asked to consider at least two 
of the Bush administration’s trade 
deals with Korea and Colombia. De-
spite the long record of failed FTAs, we 
are going to hear that there is a con-
sensus of support for these FTAs. We’ll 
hear that anyone who knows anything 
about trade supports these agreements. 
Don’t believe it, because it’s not true. 
Advocates for America’s families, both 
inside and outside of Congress, have 
grave concerns. We want a new path 
that creates real opportunities for 
workers and the businesses that em-
ploy them. We want trade agreements 
that don’t sell our environment short, 
close doors for our children, or sub-
stitute the judgment of international 
trade lawyers for our courts. 

Some of my colleagues say that the Korea 
FTA isn’t that bad. That we can live with it. 

That argument misses the point. Why are 
we settling for ‘‘not that bad’’? We should be 
fighting for the best trade agreements pos-
sible. 

NAFTA-style FTAs simply aren’t good 
enough. We should focus on creating a trade 
policy that creates and saves well-paying jobs 
here in America. 

Our trade policy should help small busi-
nesses hire more employees, not shut their 
doors. 

It should help our trading partners to grow 
and flourish, not race to the bottom in labor 
and environmental standards. 

Our trade policy should not reward bad ac-
tors like China, but reward playing by the 
rules. 

If we stand united for working Americans, 
we can deliver a trade policy that accom-
plishes these goals. 

Minor adjustments to NAFTA-style deals 
aren’t good enough. 

I urge my colleagues, on both sides of the 
aisle, to stop settling for ‘‘not that bad’’ and 
embark on a trade path that promotes devel-
opment and prosperity for all. 

f 

TIME FOR AN AFGHANISTAN- 
PAKISTAN STUDY GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to bring to the attention of the House 
legislation I am introducing to create 
an Afghanistan-Pakistan Study Group, 
modeled after the Iraq Study Group, to 
bring fresh eyes to the war effort in Af-
ghanistan, which is now in its 10th 
year. 

Last August, I began pressing the ad-
ministration to convene an Afghani-
stan-Pakistan Study Group. While reti-
cent at first, to their credit President 
Bush, Secretary of State Rice, and De-
fense Secretary Rumsfeld came to sup-
port the Iraq Study Group, ably led by 
bipartisan chairs, former Secretary of 
State James Baker and former Con-
gressman Lee Hamilton. 

It has been my hope that the Obama 
administration would come to view 
this bipartisan fresh eyes approach as 
something which is ultimately good for 
our men and women in uniform and 
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